in Fig. 3 
2-200MPamin-_.
If , is shown in Fig. 6 . The slow-crack-growth parameter was found to be n = 31.8 _+ 1.5 based on Equation 4 in conjunction with the mean time-to-failure data.
--The Weibull time-to-failure distributions obtained at each applied stress are presented in Fig. 7 
n-2 The solid line represents a prediction from the arithmetic mean data obtained from the constant-stress-rate testing.
Using n _ 30 and m_ _ 14 from Table II , a value of m_r = 0.5 was obtained, which is in reasonable agreement with the average value of 0.52 determined from the results in Fig. 7 . However, it should be noted that the individual Weibull moduli determined from the constant-stress testing (see Table III) were not consistent but changed appreciably from 0.70 to 0.34 with decreasing applied stress. Also note that the Weibull time-to-failure distribution seems to be bimodal rather than unimodal, as can be seen in Fig. 7 .
Fracture surfaces of the specimens tested at lower applied stresses generally revealed regions of slow A summary of the slow-crack-growth parameter, n, obtained from the four different methods is shown in Table IV . In constant-stress-rate testing, the estimation methods based on the individual strength, the Weibull median and the arithmetic mean strength data yield an almost consistent value of n = 28 29, whereas the CARES/LIFE median deviation gives n = 36. However, the variation between _t from these methods is not significant, ranging from n = 28 to Table III 
Conclusions
Slow crack growth was found to be a governing 
